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himself to be less timorous than they were, he was confirmed in his position.
On the 27th Sha'ban, 1134 (2nd June, 1722), Tahmasp, accompanied by
200 Tabrizis, left the city secretly and succeeded in running the gauntlet
through the Afghan lines, and reaching Qazvin.1 On arriving at that
town, the prince, instead of using every endeavour to raise troops promptly,
gave himself up to pleasure, and wasted much valuable time in debauches.2
The result was that no serious effort was made to save the Shah and the
capital.
On the 22nd October, 1722, the beleaguered inhabitants of Isfahan
d^ come to their last gasp3 ; on that day the Shah and his
ministers rode out to the Afghan camp at Farahabad, on horses
borrowed from Mahmud (all those in the city having been eaten),4
in order to surrender. The East India Company's representatives re-
ported5 that the Shah rode forth from his palace " without the least pomp
or Regal Ornaments, Dressed like a Desponding and Miserable Man
... he was attended with so Melancholy a Retinue, as made it appear
a Solemn Obsequies (sic) to his Crown and Majesty, and so it proved."
On reaching Mahmud, the Shah divested himself of his jiqa or aigrette,
the emblem of sovereignty, and with his own hands placed it on his con-
queror's head. Three days later Malimud entered Isfahan in triumph,
and was formally enthroned as Shah.
When the news of these events reached Tahmasp at Qazvin, he pro-
claimed himself Shah there on the I4th Safar, 1135 (24th Noember,
I722).6 Although he had been made heir to the throne in the preceding
June, it is very doubtful whether his claim to be regarded as Shah at this
stage can be regarded as valid. In the first place, Mahmud had captured
the capital and had conquered a far greater extent of territory than that
over which Tahmasp held sway. Secondly, the crown had been formally
conferred upon Mahmud by the ex-Shah.
1 Muhammad Muhsin, Zubdatu't-Tawarikh, fol. 210 (a) (as there will be frequent references to this
work, the abbreviation Z.T. will henceforth be used in place of the full title).
*	Ibid., fol, 210 (a). Shaikh Muhammad 'Ali gazin, who was in general favourably inclined to the
Safavis, confirms Muhammad Muhsin's remarks as to Tahmasp's love of pleasure and neglect
of duty; see p. 132 of F. C. Belfour's translation of his Tadhkira.
3	Several first-hand accounts of the horrors of this siege have been preserved.   The Jesuit
KrusinsM, the Isfahan representatives of the English and Dutch East India Companies,
Muhammad Muhsin and Shaikh $azin all went through the siege, and have recorded their
experiences. See (i) KrusinsM, op. dt., Vol. II, pp. 65-95, (2) Vol. XV of the India Office
Records, Persia and the Persian Gulf Series, (3) H. Dunlop's Perzil (Haarlem, 1912), PP-
242-257, and his English translation of Friar Alexander's account of the sack of the city,
in the J.R.C.A.S., October, 1936, (4) Z.T., folio 207 (a) and 207 (b), and (5) Tadhkira,
pp. 118-124.
4	Sir Harford Jones Brydges's The Dynasty of the Kajan (translated by him from the Persian text
of the Ma'athir-i-$ultaniyya by 'Abdu'r-Razzaq ibn Najaf Quli), (London, 1833), p. Ixxvii.
5	In a letter from Isfahan dated the zoth/3ist October, 1722 (in Vol. XV of the India Office
Records already referred to).
•	Z.T., fol. 210 (b).

